Dear Michael Bworetsky, 
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In :our let ,-r of August 15, I960 to Hr. Keuch of the Justice Department you 
refer, correctly, to "a serious logical flaw." You had no way of I avowing it, but your 
perceptive letter also suffers a serious logical flaw! you asuutaed that the official 
Investigators* were serious and intended diligent investigation, ho official Iff investi- 
gation of which 1 know intended anything other than ftrther covering up. The real pur- 
pose of the Bouse aasasnina ooa ittee was to put down all critics and criticism. To the 
best of hy knowledge I am the only one with whom it refused to tangle. It was only 
when the anticipated results of the acoustical testing could not be used for any such 
purpose that those whitewashes decided to use it to escajbe total bankruptcy. Art by 
then the overall and corrupted record did not permit proper use by H3CA anyway, it is 
because of the baseless HSCA theorizing that all shots came from that one rifle and 
that one sixth-floor window that the work it assigned to Barger et al raqpired this 
as a preconception and built-in limitation. 

If there had ever been any official interact in interviewing all the ; fitnesses, 
the impressive statistics you ooc$dl«d would have bora even gore impi’eeadlfe. You ire 
restricted to these t.’.e h'3Z and Conulssian boUcvod tinay could got awry with ignoring. 
Poor one example, the FJI never interviewed a single on© of tit© 10 Bullae motorcycle 
p o lic eme n about the JfK aaaasaiaatior, until 1575, when it interviewed two mu ;ianaged 
than not to report to Washington what was of most pertinence and interest in what they 
said.(T. e Oocmisalon was content.) I go into this in a current affidavit in a current, 
albeit too very oldest, of Freedom of Information (FOLi) lawsuits, for tho results ox* 
the FBI's scientific testing in the JFK tovostigatiou, apectxcgrapfaic and neutron 
activation analyses. 

The person to whom year letter me originally routed, sent it to the nan who 
drafted the reap use for tho Criminal Division cheif. H© then asked, "Perhaps we 
cfaould amt to HAS?" Mr. Fogol decided to incoudc the FBI also, from fee response to 
you* I’d bo interested In knowing if there wee any serious expression of interest 
to you, from either tho FBI or thr MAS panel. Which includes a notorious if eminent 
partisan, HdLfl Alvaros, v?ho should have disqualified himself and, in fact, should 
never have be n oonaiderdd because of hLa p artisanahio. % cannot find any evidence of 
any other abootlgS without ecwidesaning Maeft&f and his cast. Hin own diatribes are baaed 
on the tbree-ahot-cnly, uawald only official mythology. 

There Is much evidence bearing on acre than one shooting and abutting from anofesor 
or other points, dome is involved in this oaring litigation to which I infer above, 

C.A. 75-226, in federal district court in Washington. This is the cases over which the 
Congress amended the investigatory files exemption in 1974. The FBI was forced to con- 
duct testing p rtaining to other shooting but to the degree possible it avoided all of 
this. One of tho dodges t at 1 regard as a sore serious offense than "a logical flaw" 
is tho rejection of anything not of £.5 caliber. 

It was known from the first, for example, that the slits in the front of the JFK 
shirt collar were not caused by a bul at but wore made during emergency procedures, by 
Q scalpel, but this was uncongenial to the official predetermination m ell the tests 
and testimony were and remain ignored. HSCA knew of feds and avoided it b cause of its 
own preconceptions. 

dven tho.^ before digging it up the FBI knew that the Dallas curbstone that was 
scarred by the e ot that Inflic ted the minor injury on Jim Tagus had been p at ch ed it 
pretended otherwise. Does to this day. One of the bits of new information I wHl be 
presenting to the court soon is an Fill page saying this, withheld from tho Commission. 
Not saying there ha* been a patch, saying that the nick which did exist exists no more. 

What also exists no m re, if tho unsworn representations of tho FBI* in this liti- 
gation can be telie’*®d» is too samples submitted to These, if they do not lie. 
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/destroyed as radioactive trash. They were neither. 

A similar fate is said to hive ailed the curbstone s pectrogra phic plate, the 
given reason being to save space! (Only lead and antimony are said to have been detected.) 

There is no innocence. Even ^r* Baden admitted to me that he suspected tha t tiie 
knot of tao tie had been undone before- it was showi to him after being rotled. It is 
the knot alone that h d evidentary value and the FBI undid it years ago. Spectre- 
graphic analysis* by the way* showed no metallic traces on its of the front of the 
shirt. It also ms nicked by/tbs scalpel* whan the; tie wan cut off at the hospiteil* 

Tha FBI was so upset over ra$ earlier and accurate writing that for a while it 
considered filing a spurious libel suit against me, in Sheneyfelt's name, to "stop" 
m , the word of its own internal records* They finally chickens out. 

Reference to apoctrographic analysis is, I can now state definitively, to only 
quali tative analysis. The quantitative analysis was never done. It was done* at least 
stated* wit- 3: the Tip it killing evid -nce* so it ms ponsiMe for the FBI then. I did 
not loam this, as proof rather than surjd.ciOK,* until thi.s year, ••her. X deposed another 
FBI Lab ago nt* IHn testimony is explicit. 

As you arc aware* basso on the timetable given to you a year ago the reporting 
of the results is now eight months overdue. Actually* all that work should haveboon 
done before you wrote 4 us tics. 

There wa to Jiave been erihnnoecient of the motion picture tfucan by Charles 
%onaon. all btovledgs of this lied bom suppressed, teantug of the existence of that 
film. I got the Dallas ir.tomal wcaaom in another FOIA suirfc. As of my- loot lafort.is- 
tion, the FBI was sttlj. atoacwalliilg. 

One of their problems is pertly solved by having a "private sector" panel do 
the work. FOIA applies to official swwto onl?, They’ll be able to elaiu that the 
records of the panel are " rlvnte sector* and immune under the Act. 

Sho Hsxunaw. iSJskt by the day, dicso acre than one object in that window. A t also 
shows notion by th o&a object. One purpose o- i-c onhimaaeut would be to identify 
those objects. 

T Ijs date stumped on the letter to ycu upearsi to be October 3t, 1920. ran carbon 
states that it wa typed 10/lC/80. The date written an is (3/15/80. They did not get 
many letters like yours and it apteam to havo been diacoDoerting. 

It is a ecmful and caution lot tor* lou did a goon thing. 

Sincerely, 



Mizh^el M. Boretsky 



was of the 



Department of Physics and Astronomy of the 
University College of London, Gower Street, 
London, WCIE 6 HP 



Harold VfeisbSrg 




